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The SUM of a 


CONFERENCE 
On Feb. 21. 1686. 
BETWEEN 


Dr. Clagett, and Father Gooder, 
About the P OIN T of 
TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 


Introduftion. 


T will perhaps appear to ſome a lit- 
tle ſtrange, that I do not ſay almoſt 
Incredible, that there ſhould have 
paſs d a Conference above tw3 
= years fince, in which Mr. Gooden 
was concern'd, and the World yet to learn 
the Subſtance of it. The Vanity of that 
Gentleman.to thruſt himſelf upon all Occaſi- 
"s into Diſputes with zþe; moſt Learned - 
Iiz Men 
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Men of our Church firſt, and then to boaf 


of his own Performances in them,was ſogreat, 


that there is ſcarce a Coffee-houſe n th 
Town that has not been filled with the Neil 
of his Impertinent Vapours. And if thoſe 
of the Other Communion have been alway 
remarkable for an Aſſurance bec-ming th 
pretended Infallibility of thezr Church ; / 
may venture to ſay,that next to Father P= 
the Jeſuit, and his friend Mr. M—, | 
ſcarce know any among them that have eve 
ta/'d ſo loud, or made ſuch Heroical Deb 
ances of the Champions and Armies of 
err liracl, in all Places, and upon all 0% 
calirs, as Mr, Gooden theſe late Tear 
has done am ng us. But thas ſhallow We 
ters a/wa 1) STUN with the Greateft Noiſe aw 
V:olence; and little Sophiſters, who either 
want Capacity to ſee into their own Falls 
cies, er think they have forehead enough ts 
curry that off with Clamour and Cont 
Cence which they cannot do by Reaſon and 
Argument, delight to expoſe themſelne 
and their Reliz1in to the moſt dangerw 
Tryals ; whilſt Men of Learning and ſudg: 
ment are modeſt and ingenuous, and knw 
it to be neither. for the Honour of their 
Church, »or their own Reputation, to chab 
lenge all Mankind to anſwer P..radoxes, 


and to ſhew that not to be Demonſtration, 
which 
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hich when brought to the Tryal is hardly 


ence. 

I hope will this not be thought too ſevere 
tRefletion on the late Pretenders of this 
tind among us, which [ ſpeak cut of a juſt 
reſpeft to ther more Learned and Charitable 
Perſons of the Church of Rome ; wh» 
have been noleſs Scandalized at theſe t: r- 
,fvard Zealots, than our ſelves ; and to wh:m 
101 ought to give this Teftim:ny, That durint 
Ns long acquaintance with' many of them, 1 
quever met with any thing of the Vanity 
of. thoſe. 7 have before mentioned. Our 
; {Differences in matters of Religion, mad? 
f 
(+ 


w Diſturbance either in our Friend{hipt or 

Converſation with One Another, If the 
(diſcourſe at any time led to a Controverſie 
Faith, we argu'd it upon the ſame Prix- 
Jciples, and with the Calmnets, that 
ue did any other Subje&t whatſo:ver ; by 
\ | Arguments drawn fromthe Authority of the 
| Holy Scriptures, or from the Tcſtim nies 
6. of the Ancient Fathers, as the Natvre "f 
{| the thing required us to do. Ii theſe dd 
-1t Convince, they never flew off to the 
| common Place Topic's of the Authority 
6 _—_ of the Church ; mr ch leſs 
wh 0 that Exploded refuge of Oral Tradirion ; 
ir ##t the Controverfie Exded. And when 
1.4 47 was done, they were content to h pe well 


$, ; h1 3 of 
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of thoſe of our Church, who being fincere is 


their Enquiries, and willing to be led by | ke 


Truth whereever it was, ſtill continged to 
differ from them, Inſtead of calling Me a 
Heretick or Schiſmatick, or Thundring out 
Damnation agair/# Me as ſuch, a matual 
Charity concluded the diſcourſe, We hh. 
ped and prayed for the Conviflion of the Er 
ring Party, which ever it was ; but made w 
queition, but that the ſame Heaven might 


receive us All, tho'we ſhould continue if 


to diſagree to the laft. 

But this was mot the Temper of Mr. 
Gooden, and the reſt of the little Herd of | 
that *Church, who gave ſo much Trouble 
and Diſturbance to their own and the Nati- 
Ons repoſe; and have contributed what 
them lies by their Heat and Folly, to ruine 
beth themſelves and: 

As for the Occaſion of the preſent 
Conference, it was thiss A Gentlew6 
man of a Goood Eit ate, and intimately at- 
quainted with divers R. Cs. was by a fre- 
quent Converſation with them, wrought up 
by degrees into an Extraordinary Opmiou of 
the advantages of a Recluſe Life, for the 
better performing the Exerciſes of Religion; 
Inf: much that the defire ſhe bezan to have 
for ſuch aſort of retirement, made her al- 
moi willing to leave our Church, and go 
over 
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wer to theRoman Communion ; but that 
ſhe FFill look'd upon their Dotrine, in 
thoſe points wherein they differ from us, to 
Be Falſe, and Dangerous, and to one ſo per- 
"Yfuaded as ſhe was, Deſtructive of Salvati- 


00. | 
| Being thus prepared for their Sedudti- 
lon; they let lip no Opportunity to finiſh 
' Y their work, and gain their Proſelyte, For 
' Uubich purpoſe, care was taken, firft by one 
Bf Her Acquaintance, to repreſent to Her 
al the Popular Pretences of that Church, 
by which many are Prejudiced in Favour of 
it; and the Advantages it Had, in point 
' Bf Antiquity, Unity, Univerſality, Tnfalli- 
 Wlility , aud what not, beyond Ours ; and 
| then, i the next place, to get Father 
' Gooden brought to Her, as one that would 

me Her a fuller ſatisfattion in all theſe 
 Ynatters, if ſhe would but afford him the Op- 
» Bportunity of Diſcourfing with Her. And to 
» Rite End his Arguments might make the 
deeper Impreſſion upon Her, it was thought 
t to ſet forth the Prieſt to Her ; not in the 
Glorious Idea of the Great Maſter of De- 
nonſtration , oe who had devwured all 
Mr. I. Ss. Principles, and was thereby be- 
ame ſuch a Mighty Man of Controverſy, 
that none of our Divines durſ# Cope with 
p Wbim ; Ele in whoſe hands the Dean gf Pauls 


I1 4 himſelf 
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himſelf was nothing, who had a certain Ps. 
per that in a few lines baffled all that could 
be ſaid or written in favour of the Refor 
mation, (which was a greater thing, anſwer. 
ing in a tew ſheets all the Books and Ser. 
mons that had ever been publiſh'd 
preach'd againſt them) ; But in the hnmbl: 
Character of a Countrey- Prieſt, a /ittle 
inconſiderable man amongſt them ; and his 
Dreſs was accommodated to his Charadter, 
that ſo under this diſguiſe he might tall 
with the greater Advantage to her. 

But Mr. Gooden forgetting the perſm 
he had put on, preſently fell into his uſual 
ſtrain. He began to talk of nothing bu 
Infallibility, Antiquity, Demonſtration : 
That all the Fathers and Councils were 
their fide : That he had baffled our miſt 
conſiderable Divines, and particularly the 
Dean of Pauls ; dad in truth all of 
them ſo little t» ſay for themſelves when he 
came amongſt them, that he defired nothin 
more to emvince her of the Truth of ther 
Dodtrines, than that ſhe would pitch upin 
ſome Point , and bring one of our Men t1 
meet him, and ſhe ſhould ſee what work be 
won!d make with him, 

Such a noiſe as this from one of the lit- 
tle, inconfiderable Prieſts of the Church of 
Rome, amazed the poor Lady : and had ht 
prudently 
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Prudently contented himſelf with the Boaſt 
of the Vitories he had already gain'd, 
without aſpiring after the Honour of adding 
one more for the increafing his Triumph, 
be might poſſibly have ſaved himſelf from 
the ſhame of that diſcovery the followi 
Conference made of his Abilittes, po. 
have gain'd his Profelyte. But as great 
Wits are too often a little inconfiderate ; 
and, before they are aware, run themſelves 
into difficulties, out of which they cannot tell 
afterwards how to extricate themſelves ; ſo 
it fell out with Mr. Gooden on this Occa- 
fron. For the Lady preſently took hold on 
his Offer, and applied her ſelf to Dr. Cla- 
gett ; and the Time, and Place, and Sub- 
jk being fix*d, Mr. Gooden and the Do- ' 
Qor met accordingly at Grays-Inn, Feb. 2.1. 
1686. 

[ ſhall ſay nothing of the Menage of the 
Conference 7zts ſelf, but that it was with 
much Noiſe on Mr. Gooden's fide ; who in 
Diſcourſe let fall ſome wery extraordinary 
things, and which might have paſs d into the 
Abſtra&t too, had not another Perſon who 
was with him, and ſeem'd much more modeſt 
and underſtanding than himſelf , obſerved 
what paſs'd, and correfled his Blunders. 

After the Diſpute was ended, which 
laſted about Feur or Five Hours, h new 
Diſcourſe 
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Diſcourſe aroſe about the Paper which 
Mr. Gooden made ſuch Boaſts of about the 
Town, and bad ſo often repreſented to the 
Lady and others, as unanſwerable. He was 
very unwilling a great. while to let the Do- 
&or have a: Copy of it, tho he promiſed 
to give him an Anſwer to it ; till at laſt it 
was declared, That if he refuſed to let him 
have it, the Company would look upon it as 
an idle Paper, that had nothing in it, and 
that therefore he durſt not truſt him with it. 
7pon this he gave him a Copy of it, and 
the DoQtor in purſuance of his Promiſe, the 
next day. ſent him the following Anſwer 
to tt. | 

For what concerns the Sum of the Con- 
ference here - Publiſhed, it was taken in 
Writing, and figned by both Parties upon 
the place ; ſo hes there can be no cauſe for 
any one to queſtion the fincerity of it : And 
tho the Abſtratt be very ſhort, yet 1 am per- 
ſuaded it "is enough to ſatisfie every im- 
partial Reader, why Mr. Gooden did not 
care to make any boaſts of it. And thoſe 
who were preſent at the Meeting, and heard 
alFthat paſs d between them, as well as the 
Lady for whoſe ſake they met, were wery 
well ſatis fed that he would not force them to 


p:41iſh the Hiſtory of it. 
\ 
Bt 
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But tho the DoQtor was willing to let this 
matter die, and ſhew'd himſelf as careful of 
Mr. Gooden's Reputation after the Confe- 
rence, as he was of the Ladies Convittion in 
it; yet being now by the Providence of God 
removed from us, I thought it a juſt debt 
to his Memory, to ſubjoin here a true Copy 
of theſe Papers, there being ſeveral of them 
abroad, both to prevent an imperfett Editi- 
on from ſome other hand ; and leſt Mr. 
Gooden and his Friends, who were fo filent 
in his Life-time, ſhould take occaſion to raiſe 
any falſe Reports of this Encounter , if 
they thought they could not be diſproved 
ww he is dead. And if the great Eſteem 
I had for that Excellent Perſon, and moſ# 
wſeful Inſtrument of God's Service, in our 
late dangerous and critical Times, does not 
render me a very incompetent judg of what- 
ever comes from bis hand, the Reader will 
fd even in theſe ſhort Notes, enough to re- 
vard his Pains, and to keep him from think- 
ing the time loſt that he ſhall pleaſe to ſpend 
in the peruſal of them. 


Xi 
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A 


Private Conference 
BETWEEN 


Dr. Clagett , and Father Gooden, 
ABOUT 


Tranfubſtantiation, &>c. 


Ather Goodex Propoſed the Rule of 

Faith, to be the Subje& of the 

Conference ;but upon the Requeſt 

of the Lady, for whoſe ſake it 

was, the Queſtion of 7ranſubFantiation 
was taken. 

And the Father defiring that the Do@or 
would be the Opponent, the Queſtion was 
Stated on both Sides. | 

Dr. That the Doftrine of Tranſubſtantt- 
ation is falſe Doftrine ; and, That the Na+ 
tural Body of Chri#? is not in the Sacra« 
ment, but in Heaven, 


Fa. That 
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Fa. That after theWorz's of Conſecrati. 


w, the true Brdy and Blood of Chriſt are 
inthe Zoly Excherif, and that the may- 
ner is well expreſt by Tranſub/tantiation, 

Dr. This is not all-the Do@rine of Tran- 
ſubſtantion in the _ of Rome, the Do- 
frine ol 4heChw. e is this, That 
the SubFance of the ay is chang'd into 
the Subſtance, of Ghrift, s Body : and the 
yo ome of the Wine is chang'd into wa 

ane? of. Chriffs Rind ; Which Ch 
ooh Church of Rome ah convenient y 
call 7ranſubſtantiation, 
If the Sub/taxce of Bread remains in 
the Excharift,then jt is not chang 1 
into the Subſtance of Chriſt's 


Body ; 

But 4he Sub/axce of Bread remains 
in.the Euchariſt : 

Therefore the Subſtance of Bread is 
not changed i into the Subſtance of 
Chriſt's Body. 

Fath. 1 deny the! Minor (viz) that the 
ſubſtance of Bread does remain. 
Dr, If Bread remains, the ſubſtance of 
bread remains. 
But Bread remains. 
Therefore the ſubſtance of bread re- 


mains. 


Fa. If 
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Fath. If the Nature of Bread remains, 
Bread remains ; but if only the Name of 
Bread and Species remain, then Bread does 
wot remain. 

Dr. That Bread which is properly Na- 
tural Bread, remains in the Euchariſt, is 
proved from x Cor. 11. 26. As often as 
ye eat this Bread and drink this Cup, ye do 
fhew forth the Lord's death till he come. 
x Cor. 10.16. The Bread which we break, 
it not the Communion of the Body of Chriſt 
Now from hence we argue thus: If that 
which is here ſaid to be Broken,and to be 
the Communion of the Body of Chriſt, be 
properly natural Bread, then that which 
is properly natural Bread, remains in the 
Euchariſt. 

Fath. Tgrant the Major. 

Dr. But that which is here faid to be 
broken,and to be the Communion of the 
Body of Chriſt, is properly natural 
Bread, 

Ergo: Properly natural Bread remains 
in the Euchariſt. 

Fath. 1 deny the Mimor. 

Dr. The Bread of which Saint Paul 
ſpeaks, is Bread that may be broken, and 
_— it 1s zruely and properly natural 

read, 


Fath.1 
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Fath. 1 diſtinguiſh the Anzecedent ; as to LY 
the Accidents and Appearance of Bread |" 
it may be broken; as to the Nature of Bread He 
it cannot, becauſe it is not there. pee 

Dr. This is to beg the Queſtion ; for 
the Queſtion is, whether Bread be there or uſo 
not? and the Argument to prove that it is 
there, is, Becauſe Saint Pau! ſpeaks of 
Bread that might be, and was broken ; but 
it is no ſufficient A»ſwer to this, to ſay 
that the Accidents of Bread may be bro- 
ken, becauſe the Bread is not there it elf, 
which is the thing that was diſproved. 

Fath. The Queſtion to be proved was, 
that the Nature of Bread was there;there- 
fore it is not a begging of the Queſtion, 
according to the Di/tinfion given, to ſay 
that the Nature of Bread is not there, and 
conſequently could not be broken : For 
the Bread there ſpoken of,is not meant of 
Natural Bread, but of Bread which came 
down from Heaven, and which is the fleſb 
of Chrift, John 6. 41. 1 am the bread which 
came down from Heaven, John 6. 48. Tan 
the bread of Life, Ver. 50,51, 52,53, 54 
55, 56, 58. From whencelI infer my 4 

ſwer to be good ; that though the X. 
Euchariſt be called Bread,and broken as to 
the Species of Bread ; yet it is not aatural 
Bread, but only in appearance, of which 

St. Paw 
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St. Paul ſpoke;for the ſame St, Paul, x Cor. 
11. ſpeaking of the fame bread, faith, 
He that eateth and drinketh unworthily, 
uteth and drinketh Damnation to himſelf, 
wt diſcerning the body of our Lord. Chriſt 
uſo ſpeaking of the ſame bread, faith, 7ake, 
ut, this is my Body, Matt. 26. 26, Alſo 
ULuk. 22+ 19. ſpeaking of the fame Eu- 
chariſt, This is my Body which is given for 


bw. 
| Dr. The Avuſwerer forgetting the Part 
of a Diſputant, has pretended to prove 
' Pkrgely by the /ixth Chap. of St. John, and 
er places of Scripture , That St. Paul 
the aforementioned places,did nor ſpeak 
Bread properly ſo called, although he 
ke of Bread that was to be broken, All 
bich places, when- it is my turn to A#- 
r, I will conſider particularly. 
But if that which is here faid is to 
for an A»ſwer,the force of it lies in this, 
t by the Bread which St. Paul ſpoke 
we are to underſtand the Bread which 
John ſpoke of, namely, the bread which 
e down from Heaven ; by which the 
ſwerer underſtands the Natxra! agd 
oper fleſh of Chriſt. 
But that the Bread which St. Paul 
ks of cannot be the natural fleſh of 
viſt, I proye thus ; 

K k The 
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The Bread which St. Paul ſpeaks of, Þ 4ec 


was broken. | to | 
But the Natural Body of Chriſt cannot || mer 
be broken. unle 


Ergo.The Bread which St. Paul ſpeaks of || ken 

cannot be the Natural body of Chrift, 

Fath. Asto the Species and Appearance | ned 
of Bread, it was broken, I grant it; astofÞ' & 
any Nature contained under thoſe Specter 
of Bread, I deny it. 

Dr. This Diſtinttion does not avoid the 
Argument, becauſe if the Bread in St. Paul 
and the 'Bread in St. Fohyn are really and 
properly the ſame, and the Brealf Fa 
in St. John be really and properly 
the fleſh of Chriſt, then what is a+ 
firmed of the one , mult be true of the [4 7ev 
other, and therefore if the Bread be bro Wyvfitio 
ken in St. Paul, then the Natural body if tae © 
Chriſt muſt be broken too;which cannot be, Dr. 

I add further, That if by breaking of ftlis $ 
Bread St. Paul means breaking the Acc brad 
dents of Bread only ; and if the Bread that ihe 4s 
is brokex be really that which is ſpoken of Jvt co 
in St. Fohn as aforeſaid; it follows all [#&»?; 
that the Accidents of Bread are properly Piltin, 
the body of Chriſt. Jond th 


Fath. That which St. Paul calls Bread, I ren: 
had in it both the Accidents of Bread and 


the ſub/tance of Chriſt's body. As to tht 
Acch 
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Accidents of Bread, it might be Broken ; as 
to the ſubſtance of Chriſt's body which is 
mentioned in St. Fobx, it is not broken, 
unleſs you mean as Chriſt's Body was bro- 


TE ken upon the Croſs. 


'® And if the bread which is broken be 


I realy that which is ſpoken of in St. John 
N* os aforeſaid, both as to the Accidents and 
| nature of Bread, I grant, that the Acci- 


"dents of Bread would be the Body of Chriſt; 
" dud if it be not the ſame, both as to the 
"Nature and Accidents, I deny it. 
This [ profeſs not to underſtand, 

Fath. As to the Dedtor's Argument it 
teludes a Sophiſm, as will appear , when 
wought into form, becauſe it involves 
q Terms ; becauſe he ſuppoſes in one Pro- 
wftion for the Accidents of Bread and in 
the other for the Nature. | 

Dr. In the Argument I uſed} went upon 
this Suppofition, That the Accidents of 
tread were onely to be anderſtood; as 
the A»ſwerer ſuppoſes, and therefore | have 
nt confounded the. Nature and the A4c- 
dents of Bread: rogether. Befides, the 
diſtinction between the Nature of Bread 
ind the 4ccidents of Bread, was not to 
t remembred ary more by the Auſwerer, 
keauſe I proceed upon his Suppofatzon , 
That the Accidents onely are broken. 

Kk2 Now 
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Now if St. Paul ſpeaks of nothing but | Bed 
what is broken, and Accidents onely are five 
broken, and yet if he ſpeaks of the wery by * 
fleſh of Chriſt too, then the Accidents of Joe 


the Bread are the very fleſh of Chrifl. , 
And whereas the Anſwerer by his laſt [upp 
Anſwer, means the Nature of Chriſt's Bod, 
as he ſays, I underſtood him of the Nature 
of Bread. And now once more I deſir 0 B 
him to ſhew me where the four 7erms are tte 
Fath. The Text of St. Paul,the Dr. take clear 
for his Medium, and argues from a dou «rl 
ble S»ppofition, as firſt, taking it for theſ|'te: 
Accidents of Bread which were broke" Pt 
and afterwards for the ſub/tance of Chriſt ®ide 
Body under the Accidents, in which latter $2, 
ſenſe it ſignifies the ſame that is meant by Reads 
our Saviour in St. Fohy. rom 
Dr. I obſerve the Anſwerer will allow 
nothing to be broken but Accidents ; Tob bly h: 
ſerve alſo, that nothing is faid to be the 4 
Brdy of Chriſt, or the Communion of th [Pre 
Body of Chriſt, but what is broken ; tai 
therefore nothing is broken but Accidents", | 
then'Accidents are either, according tothe*#h, 
Anſwerer's long proof, the very Body of, 97 + 
Chriſt ; or according to the Apoſtle, tis llee nx 
Communion of the Body of Chriſt. 
Bur neither are the Accidents of Breug. | 
the Body of Chriſt, nor the Commnnion of it Cla 
Bu 
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[Body of Chriſt. And this, I fay, is not an- 
 Siwered, and believe will not be anſwered 
by any man that maintains, that St. Pau/ 
{does not here ſpeak properly of Bread. 
Fath. Allalong in my Diſcourſe T have 
| {fuppoſed, that when St. Pa! ſpeaks of this 
, {read, he ſpoke of the ZZ. Eachariſt, in 
«I vhich were contained both the Accidents 
«(of Bread, and the true body of Chriſt. How 
the Dr. has diſproved this Doftrize fo 
« clearly as to juſtifie the Reformation, I un- 
\ {d&r{tand not ; Becauſe, I conceive no pri- 
x 
1 


nte Perſons, or particular Church, ought 
io pretend a Reformation, without clear 
evidence ; whether the Dr. has given 
«Ich, I leave to the conſideration of the 
gl taders. And whether, having broken off 

rom the great body of the ©niverſal 
whcwrch, ns its teſtimony, he can Poſli- 
+ bly have any certain Rule to arrive at Chri- 
be ſian Faith 2 If Scripture be pretended, in- 
tzrpreted by a falible Authority , how 
FOCertainty can be obtained, or why a Soci- 
1; $1iar, following Scripture for his Rule of 
faith, is not to be believed as well as any 
\ fer Reformer following the ſame Rule, 
4' e nor. 


77) Signed 
1g! Clagett. Peter Gooden. 
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Dr.CLAGETT ' Anſwe 
TO A 


P APER Delivered to Him by 
Father GOODE N. 


The Paper 


Rticles of Chriſtian Faith are Truths ; Truth 

are Impoſſhble to be Falſe ; Therefore Ant 

cles of Chriſtian Faith are Impoſſible to be Falſe; 
Therefare thoſe who ubtain Articles of the Chriftia 
E Sith Shruſt have ſome Rule to Acquire them by, whid 
cannot deceive them: To @ Parliamentary Prote 
ſtant, the Ancient Fathers cannot be ſuch a_Ruls, 
becauſe they are accounted Fallible 3 Nor Councek, 
becauſe they alſo are accounted Fallible ; Nor Sct 
ptures fenſed by a Fallible Authority, becauſe al 
ſuch Interpretations may be Falſe 3 And therefn 
Faith cannot be Obtained by any fuch means. bn 
that which is Doubtfull can anly Create Opinios, 
which is alſo Doubtful; And He that doubts 
Faith, ( the Apoſtle ſays ) is Infidelis ; And» 
Company of Doubters axe not a Church of Faitl- 
ful, but a Socicty of ſuch az the Apoſtle calls Inf 
dels. Signed Peter Gooden. _ 
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The Anſwer. 


Pap. Articles of Chriſtian Faith are Truths. 
. Anſ. The Delign of the Diſputer is to prove, 
that we are Dowbters and therefore Tnfidels 3 But 
never did any man begin a bulineſs more un- 
luckily, for at the very firſt daſh he takes it for 
pranted; that we do undoubtedly believe Articles of 
Chritan Faith to be Traths;, tor otherwiſe he 
ought to have proved that they are ſo. But there 
sanother Misfortune he is faln into,no leſs than 
that z for. his Argument to prove that we muit 
needs be Dowbters, is, that we want an Infill- 
We Rule. Now if he is ſure that we want an Irfuli- 
We Rate, and that without ſuch a Rele there can 
te no Faith, I am ſure he docs notoriouſly con- 
tadi& himſelf , by ſuppofing that we b-lizve 
all Articles of Chriſtian Faith to be Truths, though 
we have no ſuch Rxlc. This is a very hopeful 


Paper, and like to make wiſe Converts, which 


ends in making us Infidels, and begins to prove 
tby an Argument , that manifelily fappoſes Us 
to be Believers z which alſo pretends that we 
tave'no Infallible Rwle, and therefore can be ſurc 
of no Point of Faith; but yet manifeſtly ſuppoſes 
Us to be Aſſured of Some without it z which 
hews the Paper to bea trifling Paper, and worth 
nomore Conſideration, But becauſe the Diſpu- 
ter is (aid to boaſt ſo much of the Argument 
Contained in it, I will go on with every Clauſe 
of it to Convince him, ( if he does not already 
know it, ) that there is not a Line in it, but is 
ther falſe, or nothing to the purpoſe. 
Pap. Truths are Impoſſible to be Falſe. 
Anſ. By Truths, the Diſputer means, the 
Kk 4 Truth 
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Truth of Things, or of Propoſitions, and therefore 
this is a vain and fulſome ſaying, which does 
not Advance his Reaſoning one jot farther thay 
it was before : For this is no more than to (ay, 
That which is true, is true, and it cannot poſſibly be 
but truths muſt be truths. 1 think he applies him- 
ſelf to us, as if we wanted not only Chriſtia 
Faith, but Common ſence. 

Pap. Therefore Articles of Chriſtian Faith are In- 
poſſible to be Falſe. | 

Anſ. There is no doubt of this, ſuppoſing 
that they are Truths. So that the Argument 
he begins with being put into the right order, 
and into other words, is this; It is I 
but truths muſt be #tutbs, but Articles of Chriſtia 
Faith are Truths z Therefore it is Impoſſible bu 
they muſt be Truths, The Ancient Fathers had 
made wiſe work with Chriſtianity, if they had 
gone this way to work to Convert Infidelsr, = 

Pap. Therefore thoſe who obtain the Articles of th 
Chriſtian Faith, muſt have ſome Rule to acquire then 
by, which cannot deceive them. 

Anſ. This is an obſcure ſaying, and Inu 
make the beſt of it. By obtaining Articles of the 
Chriſtian Faith , 1 ſuppoſe he means believing then, 
and by a Rae by which to acquire them, He mull 
underſtand a Rule, or means whereby to know 
what the Articles of the Chriftian Faith are ; and 
then his meaning is, That thoſe who believe the 


Articles of the Chriſtian Faith, muſt be provided « [| 


ſome ſuch Rxle or Means, to know what the) 
are, as cannot deceive them. Now whethet 
this bein it ſelf trucor falſe, it does not at al 
follow from what he had laid down before; Fa 
though the Truth of Things or Propoſitions : 


S Go me KB  —_.-—., > © 2 2o.7,7T x. => 


to Father Gooden's Paper, 


ſo ſure, that ( as he wiſely fays ) *tis Impoſſi- 

ble they ſhould be falſe, yet it does by no means 

follow,, that the Reaſons upon which I believe 

theſe things muſt neceſſarily be as ſure as the 

Truth of the Things themſelves. And this 1 
make no doubt the Diſputer was well aware of; 

But becauſe I am ſenſible who they are whom 
he deligns to pervert by this Paper, and for 
whoſe ſake I Aniwer it, I will explain this mat- 
ter by an Inſtance that will bring it down to all 
Capacities : If there was ſuch a man as Henry the 
8th, It is certainly Impoſſible that there ſhould be 
no ſuch man 3; but my Belief that there was ſuch 
a Man, is grounded upon ſuch Reaſons as do not 
imply an abſolute Impoſſibility of the Contrary, 
becauſe it is grounded upon the Teſtimony of 
Falliible men ; And yet I ſhould be very little bet- 
ter then a mad-man if I ſhould entertain the leaſt 
doubt that there was ſuch a man: which plainly 
ſhews, that I may have ſufficient Reaſon to be- 
lieve a thing without any Evidence of the Impoſ- 
ſibility of the contrary z and this is enough to 
overthrow his Conſequence. I ſhall now inquire 
what truth there is in the Concixſion it ſelf ; To 
which end I obſerve, That there are two things 
which may be underſtood by thoſe words, can- 
not deceive them, either firſt, that the Rae it (elf is 
fo plain and certain,that no man who uſes it can 
be deceived by the Rule ; or ſecondly, that *tis 


; Impoſſible any man ſhould be miſtaken in the 


Uſe of it. If he means the former, then I ſhall 
ſhew him preſently, that we have ſuch a Rale 
as he ſpeaks of, and that he hath ſaid nothing 
to make us aſhamed of it. If he means the lat» 
ter, then [ ay it js abſolutely falſe, That m_ 
4 who 
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who without doubting beltzeve the Articles of the 
Chriftian Faith, muſt have ſuch a Rule to know 
what they are, as that they cannot poſſibly mi- 
frake in the Vſe of it. To make which plainto 
every bodies underſtanding, 1 ſhall add ano- 
ther Inſtance eaſy to be Applyed ; If a man skil- 
ful in Aritbmetick, hath agreat many Nambers be- 
fore him, and deſires to know what Sum they 
make when they are put together ; he has the 
Rwle of Addition todo it by, which Kwle cannot 
deceive him. Now there are theſe two things 
to be obſerved farther, which I think the Diſpm- 
ter himſelf will not deny; fisſt, that it is in the 
Nature of the thing Potible, that this man may 
be miſtaken every time that he puts theſe ſeve- 
ral Numbers together, to bring them all into 
one Sum z but fecondly, that notwithſtanding 
this Poſſibility of being miſtaken, yet after he has 
tryed it over and over again, he may be ſure 
without the leaſt doubt that he has done his 
work xzight, Even ſo we may have a Rule of 
Faith that cannot deccive us, and though it is 


- not Abſolmtely Impoſſible, that we ſhould be mi- 


ttaken in the »ſe of it z yet we may for all that 
be Aflured, and believe without the leaſt doubt- 
ing, that we have learn'd what the true Faith 
by that Rule ; For all the World knows, that 
it is no ſufficient Reaſon to Dowbt of any thing, 
that the Contrary is barely Poſſible. 

Pap. To 8 Parliamentary Proteſtant, the Antient 
Fathers can't be ſnech 8 Rale, becauſe they are Accoun- 
ted fallible. 

Anſ. We never (aid they were ſuch a Rule. 
This therefore is Im pertinent. 

Pap. Nay Councels becauſe they alſo are —_ 


fallible. 


to Father Gooden's Paper, 


Anſ. This is Impertinent alſo: for we never 
Gid they were our Rule of Faith. But we have 
better Reaſons to give, why Fathers and Comnrcils 
' cannot be our Rule of Faith, than this that the 
Diſputer has made for us. And one is this, That 
we cannot make them the Ryxle of our Faith, but 
by ſo doing, we muſt depart from the Primitive 
Fathers, and the ancient Comncils 3 in as much as 
all agree, That the Holy Scriptures are the Rwle 
of Faith, and they made it theirs. 

Pap. Nor Scriptures ſenced by a fallible Authorts 
ty, becauſe all ſuch Interpretations may be falſe. 

Aaſ. This is the Place, where I ſhall tell the 
Niſputer, what we believe, and why we believe 
it. And when I have done, I ſhall confider whe- 
ther he hath faid any thing in this clauſe, to 
ſhake our Aſſurance, We firmly believe all the 
Articles of the Creed, intothe Proteſſon whereof, 
we have been Baptized. We moreover believe all 
other DoGrine, that is Revealed in Holy Scriptures. 

The Grounds of this our Faith,are theſe, That 
in the Holy Scriptures are Recorded, thoſe Telti- 
monies of Divize Revelation, by which the Do- 
Grines therein contained, are confirmed. That 
theſe Teſtimonies were too notorious and Pub- 
lick to be gainſaid ; in ſomuch that the Doctrine, 
built upon them, could not be overthrown by 
the Powers of the world engaged againſt it. 
That the holy Books were written by the Inſpired 
Preachers of that DoQtrine, which they contain z 
And that for this we have the Teſtimony of Unz- 
verſal and uncontroulable Tradition, which is a thing 
credible of it ſelf. This is the Sum of that Ex- 
ternal Evidence, upon which our Faith is ground- 
ed, In aſſigning of which, I do by no means 


exclude 


5 


r6 


z John 2. 
25 promiſed us, even eternal life. And, this is the love of 
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exclude that Titerng! Evidence, that ariſes from 
the Excellent Goodneſs of the Do&rines them- 
felves, which- ſhews them to be. worthy of 
God 


Now whereas this Diſputer ſays, That theſe 
ScriptuFes cannot be an Infallible Rule to us, be- 
cauſe they are ſenſed by a fallible Authority, that 
is, becauſe we, who are fallble, underſtand them 
as wcll as we can. 

I anſwer, That no man needs to be Infallible, 
in order to the underſtanding of plain Scripture, 
I who donot pretend to Infallibility, am yet cer- 
tzin, which is enough for me, ThatI dohnd the 
Articles of the Creed in the Scriptures, and man 
other Do@rines beſides, which I do batons 
Iam fure that I know what theſe words of 
St. Jobn ſgnitie, This #« the Promiſe that be bath 


nd4Chap. God, that we keep bis Commandments 3 and the like, 


The Antient Fathers thought the Scriptures to be 
fo plain, that they argued out of them, without 
pretending to an Infallible Amtbority of Interpreta- 
tion, as I will hew this Diſputer when he pleaſes. 
If nothing leſs than Infallibility will ſerve to un- 
deritand, or as he ſays, to ſenſe words, why does 
this Diſputer put into my hands, this Paper of 
his z which is none of the plaineſt neither ? I 
am ſure he does not take me to be Infalible, and 
yet I am confident he would be angry, ifI ſhould 
fay his Paper was not to be underſiood without 
an Infallible Interpreter ; let him anſwer this if he 
can. 

The Reaſon he gives, why Scriptare ſenſed by 
a fzllible Anthority, cannot be the Rule of Faith, 


is; becauſe, all ſuch Interpretations may be falſe, 
= at 
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That is to ſay, becauſe, there is a bare Poſſibility 
of any fallible man's miſtaking the ſenſe of plain 
Texts. Which kind of Reaſoning makes im- 

ble, that every man ſhould come to be a 
Believer, unleſs himſelf be firſt Infallible. And 
thisI ſhall Demonſtrate fo plainly, that no man 
who has any ſhare of Underſtanding and mode- 
ſy ſhall be able to deny it. 

There is no poſſible way, for any fort of 
Chriſtians, to make known either the Articles or 
Reaſons of Faith, to thoſe that are yet Ignorant 
of them, but by words, or ſentences, written or 
fpoken.He who hears or reads the words andSen- 
tences,cannot tell either what is to believe,or why 
he ſhould believe, till he underſtands or ( in the 
Diſputers Phraſe ) till he Senſes thoſe words and 
Sentences 3 but as yet his Authority is but fallible z 
and words ſenſed by s Fallible Amthority can never 

ive a man certainty, either of the Rule, or of the 
Reofan of his Faith, It this Diſputer be. in the 
Right, therefore *tis impoſſible to make him a 
Believer, unleſs you can make him Infallible firſt, 
that it may not be Poſſible. for him, to be miſta- 
ken, in Senfing the words which he hears or 
reads, And thus farewcll to all Advantage 
that any man can have by the Infallibility of Popes 
and Comncils, or Oral Tradition, as well as by the 
Scriptures; Nay, and to all Poſſible means of 
arriving to certainty in any matter of Faith, un- 
leſs every body be Infallible tirſt ; fo that upon 
ſuppolition that God would have all men to be 
faved,and therefore to believe; it inavoidably fol- 
lows from the wild Reaſoning of this man, that 
God has made every Man Infallible. But if it be 
evident , that men are fallible Creatures, _ 
mus 
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this Diſputer has Advanced a Principle the moſt 
deſtructive to all certainty of Faith, that ever was 
heard of in the world. But the comfort is, that *tis 
fo very abſurd that no body, well in his wits, 
can be miſled by it. 

Pap. Andtherefore Faith cannot be obtain'd by azy 

EAN. 

Anſ. Which is as much as to ſay, that Faith 
cannot be obtain'd, till a man have the gift of 
Infallibility; And if every man has it before he 
can be taught to any purpole, what need can 
there be of an Infallible Interpreter to teach him ? 
But, as I obſerved before ; *tis impoſſible to 
make Believers of thoſe that are not Infallible, un- 
leſs the Diſputer,or his Chwrch, has a way to make 
known the Dotines and Reaſons of Chriſtian 
Faith, without words. 

Pap. For that which is doubtful can only create 
opinion, which is alſo donhtfw.. 

Anſc Therefore ſince all words are doubtful 
to him that has but a fallible Authority to ſenſe 
them, as no man has more, before he believes z 
*tis impoſſible for the Diſputers Church to create 
any thing more than opinion, (which is alſo dowbt- 
fit ) inthoſe whom ſhe teaches, unleſs as I have 
already faid, ſhe can make them Infallible hit, 
and teach them afterwards. And even then 
there would be no need of teaching them at all, 
becauſe they are now Infalkble themſelves. Of 
all the Papers that ever I read, I never met with 
any thing more abſurd, and contradictious than 
the Reaſoning of this; In which the Diſputer, 
out of a vehement detire to overthrow our Faith, 
and the Grounds of it, has laid down Principles 

that doeffeGtually overthrow all ways of making 
men 
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men ſure of any thing z and in particular, the 
aſe of thoſe very methods by which his own 
Church pretends to lead men to Faith. 

Pap. And be that doubts in Faith ( the Apoſtle 
faith ) is Intidelis , and a company of Doubters are 
not s Church of Faithful, but a ſociety of ſuch as the 
Apoſtle calls Intidels. 

Anſ. What Apoſtle ſays this? if the Diſpater re- 
fers to Rome. 14. 23. as I think he docs, he has 
fhewn his kill in the Interpretation of Scriptmre, 
to be equal to his maſtery in Reaſoning. It in the 
Iifallible Church they can Interpret Scripture no 
better than thus, give me the hana and in- 
duſtry of a Fallible Church, before it. 


The Concluſion. 


AY D now after all, this Paper is as abſurd 
in thedeſfign, as it is in the management 
for the buſineſs of it is to prove, That Proteſtants 
have no Faith, but are Infidels ; and that by this 
Argument they areand mult be dowbrers : Now 
whether I doubt, or do not dowbt, is a Qxeſtion con- 
cerning a matter of Fad that I have more reaſon 
to know the truth of, than the Diſputer can 
pollibly have z and if I know that I do zot dowbr, 
and he can yet prove that I do dowbt, he is an ex- 
traordinary man-indeed. For then I am ſure he 
can prove, That Trzth not onely may be, but is 
falſe, which perhaps ſuch a man as he can Re- 
concile with what he ſaid at firſt, That truths are 
impoſſible to be falſe. 

And this alone had been a ſufficient Anſwer 


to his Paperz for nothing can be more —— 
tan 
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than to-go about to prove to a man by tine E 
ſoning, that he does dowbt of a thing, when 
is as (ure, that he does not dowbt of it, as hed 
be of any thing in the World, But the deſig 
of this Paper ſecs to be as Impiows,as *tis 
And that is, to bring - weak Perſons to Tufis 
firſt , that they may afterwards be fetled 
Romiſh Grounds. 1 do acknowledg 'tis a ven 
proper way, to bring us over. to the Ch 
of Rome, to make us Infidels firſt 5 But this the 
will not find fo caſly a matter; for we tni 
that we are not of thoſe who draw back to Peri 
#ion, but of thoſe that believe to the ſaving the $, 

I have omitted nothing in the whole Paper 
to take notice of that little and mean RefleQic 
in calling the Proteſtant, a Parliamentary Proteſt 
I have told this Diſputer, the Reaſon and Gre 
of our Faith : If we moreover are Protected 
the Profeſſion of it, by the Laws of -the Land 
fuppoſe*ris no more than what he would defirs 
for the Profeſſion of Poperyz and he would thin 
never the worſe of himſelf, for being a Parlii 
mentary Papiſt. | 

Thus LIhave Anſwered this Paper through 
very clauſe of it. And I am conhdent deſtroy! 
all that little Appearance of Reaſoning that 
made. Let the Diſpater build it up again it 
can, I promiſe him, by God's Grace, that I'8 
pull it down again, 1 


FINIS. 


